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Tue Speci, Meetine or 


The report of this meeting shows that the Council 
has decided upon the course to be pursued by stu- 
dents who have the misfortune to be rejected at the 
final examination under the four-years-course. The 
bye-laws provided that all rejected men at examina- 
tions A, B, and C should continue their studies 
before being permitted to again present themselves 
before the examiners. By some inadvertency the 
rejected at the D examinatlon were unprovided for, 
and they were left to do what they liked until another 
examination was held. If they were rejected in 
March and another examination was held in July 
they had only to pay their fees and attend. The 
time between rejection and re-examination might 
be passed at college, with a practitioner, or behind a 
draper’s counter. 

We are not quite certain that this freedom was 
altogether a bad thing, A clever and industrious 
student would know his weak point and devote him- 
self to strengthening it in the best way and at the 
best place. The ‘“chronic’’ would probably loaf 
about anywhere away from a school, and his absence 
would be beneficial to the class he had forsaken. But 
there are other classes of students, e.g.—the stupid 
and the lazy. They have parents whose desire is 
that a diploma should be obtained with as small an 
outlay as possible and in a reasonable time. It may 
be assumed that when a man is rejected he requires 
more tuition, and parents will be thankful to the 
Council for insisting that he shall have it. Mr. 
Mulvey’s motion alters the bye-law so that rejected 
students-at any examination will have to resume 
their studies and produce evidence of attendance at 
@ school in the interval between rejection and re- 


It will be remembered that at a previous meeting 
of Council an attempt was made to divide the final 
examination into two divisions—a theoretical and a 
practical. The Council very properly declined to do 
this and now examination D is settled on a firm base, 
and we hope will be allowed a fair trial for some 


Tue Reaistration ComMITTEE. 


A long discussion took place upon a motion of Mr. 
Dollar’s framed apparently to meet a complaint that 
members of the profession who were accused of dis- 
graceful conduct were tried in camera. Mr. Dollar's 
motion was that a report of the proceedings in com- 
mittee should be kept whenever an offender entered a 
defence, and that in the event of the Council order- 
ing his name to be struck off the Register such report 


Council seemed to be that this course would only add 
to the punishment of offenders by pillorying them in 
the professional journals, whilst affording no pro- 
tection against the secrecy of the enquiry. Mr. 
Dollar therefore altered his motion so that only ‘“ the 
name, offence, and punishment”’ should be published. 
This was carried unanimously, but it sesms to us a 
simple piece of supererogation. !t is quite right and 
fair that the work of a committee should be private. 
The Committee must report to Council and it is for 
that body to pass sentence. The proceedings of 
Council are always published, and the amount of 
publicity given depends entirely upon the fullness of 
the report sent up by the Committee. 

There are one or two points incidentally raised in 
the discussion of much more importance than the 
motion itself. One member asked if the motion 
were carried, would it be a bye-law? The President 
replied ‘‘ Yes.” Now nowhere in the report is it 
mentioned that the motion was introduced either as 
an alteration of or an addition to the bye-laws, and 
we submit that it was therefore only a resolution 
which required no three months notice. We also 
submit that the fact of three months notice having 
been given does not make a resolution into a bye-law. 
Its status depends entirely upon the formal words 
used in introducing it and the manner in which it is 
entered on the minutes. 


A Port or Orper. 


The other incidental point we wish to refer to is 
sufficiently serious to merit a separate paragraph. 
Mr. DolJar’s motion was treated as an alteration of 
the bye-laws. An amendment was moved, and the 
late president expressed the opinion that no amend- 
ment of a proposed bye-law, except a verbal alteration 
permitted by the Council, could be accepted. The 
President ruled as follows—‘‘ Anything that I may 
deem to be an amendment must be taken by this 
meeting to be an amendment.’’ We have no objec- 
tion to a chairman being autocratic, but he must 
abide by the rules of the institution in the letter and 
the spirit. 

If amendments are to be accepted on motions to 
alter bye-laws a door is opened to the greatest con- 
fusion, and the safeguard of a three months notice in 
writing is rendered useless. The three months 
notice is fixed to prevent surprises and alteration of 
bye-laws being brought about without full considera- 
tion. If amendments are allowed by the chairman 
to be sprung upon a meeting at the last moment order 
ceases. Take a possible instance. Bye-law 59 says 
‘‘ There shall not be more than two examinations 
held during the year, viz., in London in July and 


Should be published. The general opinion of the 


December, and in Scotland in May and December.” 
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Suppose a party desired to do away with the examina- 
tion in Glasgow, but were convinced the Council 
would not assent. They might propose a simple 
motion—‘ that the words Glasgow and Edinburgh 
be substituted for ‘ Scotland’ in rule 59.”" No mem- 
ber would see any harm in the motion, and possibly 
many might not attend if nothing important were on 
the agenda. When the motion came on someone 
might propose an amendment that ‘“ only the word 
‘ Edinburgh’ be substituted’? and thus a gross in- 
justice would be done to the Glasgow College, with- 
out notice, if the ruse were successful. Where altera- 
tions of bye-laws are concerned there is only one 
safe practice for a chairman—to admit no amendment 
on the written motion. 


CASES AND ARTICLES.. 


THE USE OF OVARIOTOMY IN THE TREAT- 
MENT OF VAGINAL TUMOURS. 


By Professor Hospay, Royal Vet. Coll., London. 


In The Veterinary Record for July 3rd Mr. Wm. 
Scott makes a suggestion in connection with the 
treatment of vaginal tumours of the bitch which is 
certainly worth following up. Under the heading of 
‘* Remarks ” when speaking of the removal of vag- 
inal tumours from a bull bitch Mr. Scott says “It 
would be interesting to know if the removal of both 
ovaries would have had a salutary influence upon the 
growths.” 

About a year ago the same idea suggested itself 
to me when reading an article in The Lancet by Dr. 
Beatson on the treatment of inoperative cases of car- 
cinoma of the mamma by ovariotomy. Up to the 
present | have been able to put the idea into actual 
practice upon three separate occasions. 

Iiveryone who has had experience with these 
vaginal tumours knows the difficulty of extirpating 
the whole of the growth, and experience also teaches 
us that if every particle is not excised the tumour 
grows again, and is soon larger than before ; in fact 
irritation, whether produced by the knife or curette 
of the surgeon or by the animal itself, seems to 
greatly contribute towards the increase in size. Bull 
bitches and pugs seem to be especially liable to them, 
although other breeds do not by any means escape. 
That certain of these growths are infective and can 
be carried from the bitch to the dog or vice versa is 
also a fact fairly well known amongst dog breeders. 

| have frequently observed that when a bitch is 
in cestrum and is constantly rubbing her hind parts 
against various objects, these tumours (if present) are 
more vascular, receive injury, and bleed freely ; the 
otiensive bloodstained discharge too is increased in 
amount, and the tumour appears to grow more rapidly 
at these times. By ovariotomy we remove the cause 
of this. The chief objection, of course, to the opera- 
tion is that the bitch is of no further value for stud 
purposes, and in many cases this forms an insupera- 
ble barrier in the eyes of the owners. Where, howeyer 
the animal is kept for reasons other than this I think 


as great an extent as possible, certainly offers the 
best chances of recovery. The following three cases- 
will afford illustration of this treatment. 


Case I.—July 29th, 1896. Pug bitch, 18 months 
old, suffering from an ulcerating papilloma of the 
vaginal passage. This caused her a great deal of 
annoyance and trouble and, on account of an offen- 
sive, bloodstained discharge, was very objectionable 
to the owner. The animal was chloroformed, a por- 
tion of the tumour removed, and ovariotomy per- 
formed. The vaginal passage was syringed daily 
with a solution of Condy’s fluid. A month later the 
discharge was scarcely perceptible and shortly after- 
wards ceased altogether. Up to the time of death in 
May, 1897, there was no return of the symptoms: 
or any sign of re-occurrence of the growth. 


Case 11.— Nov. 16th, 1896. Bull bitch, 3 years old; 
| had been suffering from a papilloma of the vagina 
for about 3 or 4 months; this had ulcerated during 
the past fortnight and the vagina was now the seat 
of an offensive, profuse, bloodstained discharge 
which made her presence very objectionable to the 
owner. The animal had lately come into cestrum. 
Ovariotomy was performed under chloroform, but 
the tumour was not touched. There was no percepti- 
ble diminution in its size at the end of a month and, 
as the discharge still continued, unfortunately the 
owner had the animal destroyed without my know- 
ledge. 

Case I11.— Nov. 24th, 1896. Russian poodle, three 
or four years old, suffering from an ulcerating papil- 
loma of the vagina; the discharge in this case was 
profuse and objectionable. Ovariotomy was per- 
formed under chloroform, and as much of the tumour 
removed as possible with a curette. The vagina was 
syringed daily with zinci. sulph. lotion, and the dis- 
charge soon ceased. 

In April, 1897, the vagina was examined and, as 
the tumour appeared to be a little larger than im- 
mediately after the operation in November, the parts 
were curretted. I examined her again last week and 
could detect no signs of re-occurrence. 

Although the above three cases are not sufficient 
evidence upon which to form absolutely definite con- 
clusions, I think that upon theoretical and practical 
grounds the operation of ovariotomy combined with 
local extirpation is well worth further trial. Previous 
experience has invariably been, like that in the case 
recorded by Mr. Scott, a re-occurrence of the tumour 
ina very short time to a larger size than before. 


CLINICAL NOTES. 
By E. Watuis Hoare, F.R.C.V.S., Cork. 


Squamous EPITHELIOMA INVADING THE SUPERIOR 
MANXILLA. 


| History.—A collie dog, two years old. In the 
month of January last the animal was brought for 
treatment for an eye affection, this being a case of 
acute conjunctivitis with severe inflammation and en- 
largement of the membrana nictitans. The usual 
treatment was adopted without any benefit, so I ad- 


that ovariotomy, combined with locs!} extirpation to 


vised that the membrana nictitans be excised, 
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which operation was duly carried out, and the symp- 
toms subsided. 

Nothing was seen of the patient until the end of 
March when he was again brought to the Infirmary, 
showing an enlargement of the upper jaw. 

On examination one of the molar teeth was found 
loose, an# the gum very soft and inflamed. The 
tooth was removed, and the surrounding tissues were 
found softened and unhealthy looking. 

On being seen again in about a week, the enlarge- 
ment of the jaw had greatly increased, and the entire 
gum on this side showed extensive granulations that 
bled easily, there was a very foetid discharge, and all 
the molars on this side were quite loose and easily 
removed. Further examination showed that a 
growth extended into the hard palate ; this was easily 
removed, with little hemorrhage, and suspecting its 
malignant character the part was scraped, but the 
entire superior maxilla was found to be involved, the 
bony tissue being softened and offering no resistance 
to the instrument employed. The growth removed 
was examined microscopically and found to be a 
squamous epithelioma. 

I informed the owner of the hopeless nature of the 
case, and after some reluctance the animal was de- 


conducting an autopsy. 


Is SpasMopic CoLic per se CAPABLE OF CAUSING 
DeEaTH IN THE HorsE? 

The above question must have presented itself fre- 
quently to practitioners who take an interest in ab- 
dominal affections. In some text books we find the 
morbid anatomy of spasmodic colic described, and in 
the pages of The Veterinarian in former years we find 
a series of cases in which death is ascribed to this 
affection. It seems likely, however, that the lesion 
causing death was overlooked in these cases, and our 
experience leads us to the conclusion that what we 
understand as spasmodic colic, viz., a spasmodic con- 
traction of the muscular walls of the intestines, can- 
not of itself produce death. 

It may be argued that this view of the pathology 
of the affection is not a correct one, because its nature 
has not been demonstrated by post-mortem examina- 
tions. Of course the exact cause of abdominal pain 
1s difficult, if not impossible, to ascertain while the 
patient is alive, but when we consider the large num- 

r of cases that occur daily in which pain is a 
marked symptom and which are relieved by the 
ordinary anti-spasmodic agents, we are forced to the 
belief that the accepted view of the nature of spas- 
modic colic is the correct one. We rarely, if ever, 
Conduct an’ autopsy of a case that has died with 
marked symptoms of abdominal pain without finding 
& sufficient cause to account for death; enteritis, 
volvulus, or the various ruptures claiming the majority 
of the victims, 

_ Whether cases of enteritis do really recover or not 
's a doubtful point, as we cannot be positive in oar 
diagnosis. of the cases that terminate favourably. : 

or can we say with certainty that enteritis is a 

Sease per se, and has no connection with spasmodic 
colic. We do not know the exact condition of the 


> et during the primary stages of enteritis, as 


condition far advanced. We arein a similar state of 
knowledge as regards spasmodic colic, so that we 
conclude from clinical experience only, that this 
spasm of the intestines per se, is not a cause of death, 
although the pain which it produces and the muscular 
movements induced thereby, may, by acting in organs 
already weakened by disease, contribute to a fatal 
termination. 


THE VALUE OF HIP BATHS IN DOG PRAC- 
TICE IN CASES OF ABDOMINAL DISORDERS 
By P. J.S. M.R.C.V.S., Bridgwater. 


Our canine patients being more amenable to 
manipulative treatment than the other animals we 
are called upon to treat, hot fomentations in the 
dog can be carried out as successfully as in the 
human subject; and the advantages of such a pre- 
cedure is making itself more manifest every day. 

Subject.—Bull-dog terrier pup, 10 weeks old. 

History.—The dog previous to admittance became 
mopeish, refused food, and showed signs of pain by 
whining, etc. The owner supposed he had eaten 
some wool. On examination the thermometer regis- 
tered 103°3, respiration hurried, pulse accelerated, 
the abdomen rotund, and on pressure the patient 
gave signs of pain. 

Diagnosis.—Acute colic, with stoppage. 

Treatment.—An oleaginous aperient guarded with 
an anodyne was given at the outset. A laxative 
enema was administered an hour after. The patient 
was placed in a hip bath for 30 minutes, the heat 
being retained throughout. After removal a stimu- 
lating liniment was rubbed into the abdomen and a 
flannel bandage wrapped around the same, suffi- 
ciently tight to cause a little pressure. Every two 
hours small doses of chlorodyne and spts. amm. 
arom. were given. The hip bath was repeated twice 
after and liniment rubbed into the abdomen as 
before; a second enema was administered 6 hours 
after the first. The patient remained in consider- 
able pain all day, but seemed to get easy towards 
midnight. Small doses of brandy were given in 
milk during the night. The following morning the 
bowels had acted, feces yellow and stench. The 
pain now had disappeared, and a course of nutrients 
were had recourse to. The patient was sent home 
two days later apparently enjoying perfect healtb. 
No trace of wool was ever noticed in the feces. 


Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeons. 


(Continued from p. 21.) 
SPECIAL MEETING. 


A special meeting of the Council was then held tor 
the purpose of considering notices of motion by Mr. 
Mulvey and Mr. Dollar. The President, Prof. Penberthy, 
occupied the chair. 

The SEcRETARY read the minutes of the last special 
meeting, which on the motion of Mr. Mason, seconded 


it we observe at the autopsy is a pathological 


by Mr. Mulvey, were signed as correct. 
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Motion By Mr. MULVEY. 


The Prestpent | I now call on Mr. Mulvey to bring 
forward his motion with regard to the alteration of bye- 
law 67. 

Mr. Mutvey : Gentlemen, the necessity of an altera- 
tion of bye-law 67 is known to most of you. It is simply 
to clear up the wording, which, on the face of it, does 
not give sufficient instruction as to the education of the 
student when he has failed at his fourth examination. 
I therefore propose to move the elimination of the words 
“His first, second, or third,” and the substitution of the 
words “any professional.” This will necessitate the 
student going back to the school at which he was edu- 
cated, and going through the necessary education in 
order to fit him for the examination. The whole thing 

was discussed at our last meeting, and gone so fully into 
on both sides that I think it is merely necessary to 
move the alteration of which | have given notice. 

Mr. Suwpson : I beg to second the motion. For the 


examination after a sufficient interval. I think a certifi- 

cate from a veterinary surgeon stating that be has put 

ina certain amount of time since his rejection ought to 
be sufficient for this Council. 

Professor W. O. Wititrams: Theoretically I quite 
approve of the sentiments that have just been expressed, 
Lam very much afraid that busy vete.inary surgeons 

who have a large practice will not be inclined to have a 
_ stock of young students who will not do anything but 
hang about smoking and playing billiards. The majority 
_of these young men would probably go toa ps pon 4 sur- 
_ geon who has just started practice, and he would probably 
_ get six or eight of these youths loafing about his place 
would earn nothing, do nothing, and 
learn nothing. Theoretically I quite agree with you, 
| sir, but practically I do not think you can work it out, 
| Vote, “ vote.”) 
| ‘The Prestpent: If no one wishes to say anything 
further I shall put the motion which has been moved by 
'Mr. Mulvey and seconded by Mr. Simpson. The bye- 


information of those members of the Council who have | law as proposed to be altered will read as fellows: “A 
not bye-law 67 at their fingers’ end, or a copy of the | student who is rejected at any professional examination 
Register before them, perhaps I may be permitted to | shall not be eligible for re-examination unless he gives 
read it as it stands. “ iN student who is rejected at his satisfactory proof of having attended the lectures and 
first, second, or third examination, shall not be eligible | general instruction of the school at which he was edu- 
for re-examination, unless he gives satisfactory proof of | cated during the interval between such rejection and the 


having attended the lectures and general instruction of | 
the school at which he was educated during the interval | 
between such rejection and the ensuing examination.” | 


The alteration of our rules with regard to the number of | 


years a student shall remain at a college renders it neces- | 


ensuing examination.’ 
The motion was then put and agreed to. 


Motion By Mr. 
Mr. Dottar: The motion which I have to propose is 


sary that this bye-law should be altered, inasmuch as no | as follows: “ That in case of each and ve nd person sum- 


mention is made of what is to become of a student after 'moned by the Registration Committee of t 
rejection in class )) or fourth examination. As_ this | 


bye-law stands it is possible for a Scotch student to be 
rejected in his class I) examination and to come up for 
re-examination at another institution on the 30th June. 
I think all the teachers will agree that that was never 
intended, and that it is not advisable either in the 


e Royal Col- 
lege of Veterinary Surgeons to defend a charge of con- 
duct disgraceful to him in a professional respect who 


shall enter a defence, a full report of the charge and of 
| mouth, shall be kept by the Secretary of the Royal Col- 
lege of Veterinary Surgeons, and that in the event of the 


the defence, whether delivered in writing or word of 


interests of the students, or in the interests of the pro- Council of the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons 
fession generally. I therefore have much pleasure in | divecting the name of the said person to be removed 


seconding Mr. Mulvey’s proposition. 

Mr. Vituar: | cannot help feeling that if you accept 
this proposed alteration of Mr. Mulvey’s we shall all of us, 
as a Council, be dealing very harshly with a class with 
whom [ am sure we all sympathise very much—the 
rejected students ; and particularly one class of rejected 
students, | mean the kind of man who is known at our 
schools as a good theoretical man, a man who reads 
hard and is thoroughly well-up in theory, who knows his 
morbid anatomy and pathology, and yet who, from some 
cause or another, is not well up in the practical details 
of the profession. If you insist upon his coming again 
to the colleges you treat him harshly in two ways. In 
the first place after he has passed all his examinations 
except his last, you send him to the colleges and put him 
to additional expense, and make him attend a course of 
lectures of which probably he is already in possession of 


very full notes indeed; and in the second place you 


actually debar him from going into practice and getting | 


that knowledge which is an absolute necessity to him. 


If this bye-law is to be amended at all I cannot help. 


thinking that it would be very much better to amend it 
so that a student may have the option of going, if he 


likes, with a veterinary surgeon into practice, and that a_ 


certificate should be given from the principal savi 

that he had been with him during the 7 rene * That. t 
think, should be sufficient for the Council of this Colleve 
A man when he goes in for his fourth examination, and 
is fresh from school, has been through four examinations 
already, and he knows something of examiners and ex- 
aminations. He ought, also, to t able to recognize his 
own weak points. I say, gentlemen, we ought to give 
such a man the discretion of doing what he likes pro- 
vided he comes up again and tenders himself for re- 


.from the Register, such report shall be published in the 
| professional journals not more than three nor less than 
two months after the date of such direction, except in 
the event of the said person .waiving his right to apyeal 
| to the Privy Council, when the report shall be published 
/on receipt of notice from him to such effect.” I have 
_ already introduced this motion to the notice of the Coun- 
cil, and it has to a limited extent been discussed in the 
_ professional journals. I[ shall not, therefore, detain you 
_very long. The reasons which have induced me to bring 
forward this motion are—firstly, a somewhat growing 

feeling of dissatisfaction which | believe exists in the 

profession in regard to the conduct of some of our inves- 
_ tigations. That feeling of dissatisfaction or distrust is, I 
_ believe, ill-founded, and I regard the manner in which 
the Registration Committee conducts its business as 
| quite exemplary. At the same time it would be foolish 
on our part to utterly disregard that feeling. There is, 

undoubtedly, a strong objection in these later days to 
secret tribunals of any description, and whether the 
secret tribunal has been a Star Chamber, or an Inquisi- 
tion, or any of the other forms of tribunal which have 
existed throughout the ages, they have been found 
generally less efficient from the point of view of doing 
_ Justice than open tribunals ; and I think that all the 
traditions of our country point to a throwing open of all 
trials to the public. I do not propose in this motion to 
go as far as to throw open our Registration Committee 
—which is really a court of professional justice—to the 
public, nor even to the profession, but what I wish.to do 
Is to place our procedure on exactly the same basis as 
that adopted by the legal profession. The legal profes- 
sion, I believe, hears its cases in camera—I am open to 
Mr. Thatcher’s correction—the case is then submitted to 
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one or more of Her Majesty’s judges to decide as to the 
procedure to be adopted ; and, once the sentence is pro- 
nounced, an account is published in the newspapers, so 
that every one may know exactly how the offence was 
committed, the nature of the offence, and the nature of 
the penalty. I may say that not only will this be a great 
advantage to the accused persons, but it will have another 
and much more important effect on the members of the 
profession, namely, it will enable them to discriminate 


as to wifit are and what are not offences “disgraceful in 


a professional respect.” A very great outcry has been 
made during the last year or two since the Registration 
Committee has been acting more vigorously, and renewed 
appeals have been made to the Council as ‘to what are 
and what are not offences disgraceful in a professional! 
respect. I submit that it is an exceedingly difficult 
thing to produce such a code, and that possibly it would 

[ desirable to attempt it; but by keeping an 


propose that defended cases should be — and, in 
the event of our inflicting a penalty, publishing the evi- 


dence and finding of the Court, | think we should be 


taking a great step towards educating the body of the 
profession on that point as to what is and what is not 
“conduct disgraceful in a professional respect.” I think 
that if that alone were the reason for passing this motion 
it would be a sufficient reason ; but considering that we 
of all the great learned professions are perhaps the last 
to maintain entire secrecy in regard to our professional 
trials, I think the day has now come when that anomaly 


should be removed, and that we should let the profession 


into our confidence as to the grounds and the methods 
we pursue in inflicting penalties under our powers. I 
therefore beg to propose the motion standing in my 
name. 

Mr. Lawson : I will second that. 

Mr. Smmpson : | rise for the purpose of inviting Mr. 
Dollar to withdraw his motion—-at any rate that portion 


of it after the words “Shall be kept by the Secretary of 


the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons” I agree to 

i this motion—that it is desirable a true 
record of what takes place at the Registration Committee 
should be kept in the archives of this Institution. To 
the words that I now read I take no exception, “That 
in cases of each and every person summoned by the 
Registration Committee of the Royal College of Veter- 
inary Surgeons to defend a charge of ‘ conduct disgrace 
ful to him in a professional respect’ who shall enter a 


defence, a full report of the charge and of the defence 


whether delivered in writing or by word of mouth, shall 


be kept by the Secretary of the Royal College of Veter- 


inary Surgeons.” And there I suggest this resvlution 


should stop. I venture to think that in the case of any 


unfortunate member of the profession who, from mis- 


chance, or from a desire temporarily to set at defiance 


the rules of the College, and who afterwards regrets his 
action, the punishment of having to appear before the 
Registration Committee is ample. I say it is no business 


-of ours to publish to the world the punishment that has 


been inflicted upon such a man by our body. 

Mr. DotLtar: With due submission, I thought I had 
made the wording of the resolution amply clear,—that 
we only publish the result in the event of a man’s name 
being removed from the Register. It would only be a 
report of such exceedingly bad cases as call for the exer- 


cise of our powers in removing a man’s name from the 


Register ; it would not be exercised at all in the event of 


any less penalty being inflicted. I only desire that the 


cases be reported where the names are removed from 
the Register. If the man is such an offender that his 
name should be removed from the Register, I say that it 
is no additional penalty to have a report of his case pub- 
lished. If the man is such an offender that he deserves 


from the Register, and to give them a full report of the 
proceedings. 

Mr. Srwpson : Mr. Dollar does not give me full credit 
for having read his notice of motion carefully. I assure 
him, and the Council, that I fully understand the object 
of the resolution, and | still say we have no right—and 
even if we had the right, in mercy we ought not—to 
publish the man’s name to the world in order that his 
neighbour may taunt him with it, or use it to his preju- 
dice in practice. Mr. Dollar has referred to the method 

ursued by the legal profession. I, like Mr. Dollar, can 

corrected by those gentlemen who have a greater 
knowledge of the legal profession than I have, but, so far 
as | know, the legal profession conducts its inquiries in 
recisely the same way that we do, the only difference 
ing that the legal profession do not possess that power 
which fortunately we do, the Incorporated Law Society 
have no power of themselves to remove a man’s name 
from the Register of Solicitors, they must before doing 
so lay the evidence before the judges, but not for publi- 
cation. I venture to challenge any gentleman here to 
say whether in the report of the proceedings in a court 
of law connected with the removal of a man’s name from 
the Register, the man’s name is mentioned. All you will 
find is the fact that a solicitor’s name is proposed to be 
removed from the Register—we will say for fraud or 
some other offence. When the judges have decided that 
~ wr name is to be removed the name is then given 
in full. 

Mr. Precisely. 

Mr. Stmpson : And that is all. I say there is no ad- 
vantage in giving to the profession such reading as they 
would be put in possession of should Mr. Dollar’s sug- 
gestion be carried out. It may form excellent material 
for reading in our veterinary journals, admirable reading, 
but I venture to think in the interests of these unfortu- 
nate people we should not be acting at any rate merci- 
fully if we do as Mr. Dollar suggests. The Registration 
Committee, if it errs at all, errs on the part of considera- 
tion for the reported offenders ; and 1 do hope that so 
long as I am associated with the Registration Committee, 
either as its chairman or as an ordinary member, the 
feelings of those who are reported to us, and who are, 

after all, our brother practitioners, will be considered as 
they have been done in the past. In the event of Mr. 
Dollar not seeing his way to withdraw his motion, I beg 
to propose as an amendment that all the motion after 
the words “shall be kept by the Secretary of the Royal 
College of Veterinary Surgeons ” be deleted. 

Mr. TricGer: In this matter I am bound to say | 
fiud myself at issue with the chairman of the Registra- 
tion Committee, for I think he has entirely overlooked 
one important fact. Mr. Simpson says that we punish 
these men sufficiently. He seems to have overlooked 
the fact that Mr. Dollar's resolution, as I understand it, 
only deals with men who are absolutely struck off the 
Register, and Mr. Simpson says for the purpose of argu- 
argument, “ why should these men be taunted by their 
fellow practitioners?” I would remind him that they 
are no longer practitioners. They are struck off the 
Register, and you cannot make it too public when that 
is done. When I first glanced at this resolution I was 
entirely opposed to it, but since | have read it carefully 
I have come to the conclusion, and have no hesitation in 
saving, that when we strike a man’s name off the Regis- 
ter for disgraceful conduct we are certainly bound to 
publish to the veterinary world, through the veterinary 

ournals, the fact that such a man has been struck off. 
The time has come when you ought to let the profession 
know why we have struck a man’s name off the Register. 
For these reasons I intend to support the resolution as 
it now stands. 
Mr. Mutvey: | also support Mr. Dollar’s resolution 


we owe it to the protession to 


and I do so because I believe that every action in the 
working of a committee like that of the Registration 
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Committee should be open and above board. I would | that a 


also say that that Committee has carried on its work in 
a most open manner, and that every information has 
been given to those gentlemen who have been summoned 
before it. 1 believe a record has been kept of every case 


man’s name had been struck off the Register 
would then be communicated, instead of a report. 
Prof. McFapykan : [| take it, sir, that in all punish- 


ments there are two main objects in view. The first is 
to take steps to prevent the criminal from repeating the 


that has been brought before us. The minutes will prove | 


I think, that every case has been recorded, and that 
a record of all that has been done has been kept. | 

Mr. Publication. is everything—that is the 
essence of my motion. 

Prof. EpGar: [| think this motion as it stands would 
do very well to be placed by the side of the old hanging 
in public days at Newgate. After a man has been 
punished and charged as he is, surely it would be suffi- 


has been struck off the Register of the Royal College of 


act ; the second is to use the ge wa as a warning 
to others. Now I am one of those who think that the 


offender is sufficiently punished by simply being struck 


off the Register. On the other hand I think there is- 
much cogency in the reasoning put forward by those 


who urge that the fact of a man being struck off the roll 
ought to deter others from repeating his _ offence. 


Veterinary Surgeons for fraud, drunkenness, or what- | 


sver it may be ; but to give a full report of the whole- , 
‘shall be sent to the professional journals for publi- 


proceedings seems —_— to be calculated to suppress 
what we always hitherto 
tration Committee, viz., free and unsuppressed discus- 


sion. If we are to be held up, as we shall be, under this 
removed. 


state of things, we shall be practically posing as public 


iad in inquiries by the Regis- 


informers, and it will not be possible, if you carry this | 


instruction, to eliminate from the report any remarks 


which are made at the Registration Committee. I think | 


to a certain extent the principal upon which Mr. Dollar 


is going is a good one, namely, that it should be notified — 
that a man has been struck off the Register; but to go | 


vo far as to pin us to the necessity of publishing in the 


journals the full details of the arguments on both sides | 


seems to me to be very reprehensible. 
Mr. Douttar: A full report of the charge and defence. 
Prof. EpGar : Who is to be the judge as to what is to 


[ have made a suggestion to Mr. Dollar of almost 
exactly the same character as that made by Mr. Abson, 


cient if the fact were notified in the public press that he namely, that he should amend his resolution to read as 


follows: “That in the event of the Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeons directing the name of such a person 
to be removed from the Register, intimation of the fact 


cation.” 
Mr. Dottar: Will you say “ facts”! 
Prof. McFapyEAn : No, only the fact that he has been. 


Mr. Barrerr: That would do it. 

Mr. Asson : That is my point Professor McFadyean. 

Mr. Triccer : With great respect | might point out 
that that is done, because the report of the Registration 
Committee goes to the profession, so that the fact 
of a man being struck off is already published. 

Mr. Simpson: I think the proposal made by Mr. 
Abson, which was so well supported by Professor Me- 
Fadyean, is an exceedingly happy solution of the difti- 
culty, and will probably save a division. It is a fact 


that we do report to the Council that number so-and-so 


be eliminated from the discussion! Who is to abridge 


it if you are going to admit the principle of abridgement 


at all’ I object entirely to the fact of our being com- | 


pelled to publish a full report. The Committee having 


acted on their own judgement upon the facts brought — 


before them, and having come to the conclusion that a 
man is worthy of being expunged from the Register, I 


do not object to that being published at all; I think he. 


merits it clearly. But I think it would not be wise to 


has been struck off. We not only do that but we give 


the name, and it does go to the professional journals. 


At the same time I admit there is no direction that it 
shall be so; and I heartily approve of the suggestion 
made by Professor McFadyean. What I objected to 
throughout the whole of the argument was the publi- 
cation of details—the last dying speech and confession, 
as it were. 

Prof. McFapyeaNn: There are really two alterations 


publish all the facts upon which we base our finding. If | involved in my suggestion. The first is that the details 
we pass this resolution as it stands we should be com- | of the accusation and the defence are not given, and the 


pelled to publish the whole details of the registration of 
these proceedings, which are and ought to be to a certain 
extent en camera, 


Mr. Wartnaby : [ should like to ask Mr. Dollar what | 


the object of this particular motion is. So far as [ am 
able to gather it seems to me that the only advantage— 
and | am prepared to admit that possibly it is an advan- 
tage—of this motion is to virdicate the action of the 
Committee in taking so serious a step as striking a man’s 
name off the Register of our profession. Beyond that [ 
see no good in it. If that is the object—-that cur duties 
should be made public—well and good, and | agree 
with Mr. Dollar. Put there is one other matter | should 
like to mention now we are on the subject. My idea is 
that we are not taking quite the right steps when this 
question of striking men off the Register, or, indeed, of 
dealing with serious offences, is refered to a committee. 
When these men are brought up ona charge of such a 
serious character, | think they ought to be brought up 
betore the Council as a whole. 

Mr. VILLAR : It just oceurs to me that it is possible 
the Council as a body, or the members individually if a 
full report of the proceedings is published, might lay 
themselves 7 to an action for malicious publication 
or slander. I should like an assurance from the Solicitor 
that the funds of the College would not be spent in 
defending us in such a way. — 

Mr. Apson : Would the case be met by substituting 
for the words “such report,” “such fact”? The fuct 


second is that as it at present stands we should be bound 
to publish this in the professional journals. I take it 
that might raise the question that came up before-—who 

is going to pay for it? I would suggest that the motion 
_ should ail “Tntimation of the fact shall be sent to the 
professional journals for publication,” and they can 
please themselves 

Mr. Asson: | would withdraw my suggestion in 
favour of that. 

Mr. Sutpson: May | withdraw my amendment and 
second the proposition made by Professor MeFadyean 
unless Mr. Dollar proposes to adopt it. 

Mr. DoLtar: I am prepared to take that portion of 
Prof. a suggestion which will make it per- 
missive for the journals to publish or not as they please. 
I am perfectly sure the journals will be only too pleased 
to do so. 

Mr. Stupson : To publish what ? 

Mr. Doar : To publish the details. 

Mr. Stmpson : Oh, no. 

Mr. Dottar: The point upon which I am afraid I 
must stand, although it may probably result in the losing 
of my motion, is that at least reasonable details of the 
reasons which guided the Registration Committee, and 
a pone on which they acted, should be given to the 
public. 

soa THATCHER: They invariably appear in the 
report. 

Mr. Doxxar : I have not seen them. 
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| 
The PrestpENt : Can you refer to a report giving the | 


men’s names and the reasons. 
Mr. Simpson: Yes. They do seem to appear. 


Mr. Srupson : Then | will en you. 
Mr. Dottar: I hope this will meet the objections of 
the members : “That in the case of each and every per- 


Mr. Dottar: It is only in the case of a man being son summoned on the Registration Committee of the 


struck off. 


_ Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons to defend a charge 


Prof. EpGar: Is not the whole sting of the publica- | of “ conduct disgraceful to him in a professional respect ” 
tion of this matter that it should be done as an item of | who shall enter a defence, a full report of the charge and 


news separate from the stereotyped report of the Regis- 
tration Committee, which would at once catch the eyes 
rofession! If it appears in the Registration 
report it is passed over, and we here even do not know 
the cases have been published. We have forgotten. But 
if we see a little item of news stuck in at the bottom of 
the paragraph entirely separate from the ordinary report 


of the 


of the Council we at once see it, read, and perhaps re- 
member it. 


Mr. Asson : To expedite business I will second Prof. 
McFadyean’s amendment, and we can then take the feel- 


ing of the Council. 


Mr. TRIGGER: | rise to a point of order. There can 
be no amendment of any alteration of the wording of a 
bye-law, except the Council gave their consent to Mr. | 


Dollar to alter the wording. This resolution must stand 
or fall unless Mr. Dollar consents to accept certain altera- 
tions in the wording. 

The PrestpENT: [I do not see it quite in that light, 
Mr. Trigger. Anything that I may deem to be an 
amendment must be taken by this meeting to be an 
amendment. 

Mr. TricGer: Very well, sir, I will bow to your 
ruling. 

The Prestpent: That is the ruling of the chair, I 


should say, on every occasion. Of course I might make | 


a mistake as to what is an amendment, but if I consider 
anything to be in the way of an amendment, then it must 
be received by the meeting. 

Mr. Barrett: Might i say that | am delighted to 
hear you give that ruling, sir, because last year, when 
this very question cropped up our learned ex-president 
ruled just the contrary, and Le held that I was not per- 
mitted to suggest any amendment with the view to an 
alteration of a bye-law on the paper. I certainly dissen- 
ted very strongly from this view, but I acquiesced and 
bowed to his ruling. 

Mr. TRIGGER : I am very pleased to hear it. 

The PrEsIDENT : Except Mr. Dollar’s resoiution, there 
is nothing before the meeting that I know of. 

Mr. Barrett: In regard to the motion which is be- 
fore the meeting, I am sorry I cannot support Mr. 
Dollar, and I regret in view of the amicable words used 
amongst us that he has not seen his way to modify his 
motion. I do not think the time has arrived in the 
veterinary aye when we are justified in adopting 
the course he advocates. There are many cases I think 
which would work very hardly upon those who are in the 
unfortunate position of having their names removed 
from the Register. The time seems to me to be coming, 
gentlemen, when the question will be acute as to the 
exhibition of boards by those who possess forges and 
those who do not possess them, and to hold that a com- 
mittee of this Council should have the power to say that 
acertain man shall not exhibit boards on premises he 


neither owns nor keeps, whereas a man may exhibit a_ 
dozen on his own premises, is, to my mind wide of the | 


mark? 

Mr. Dottar : What has that to do with the case ? 

- Mr. Barrer: I think we should act wisely if we 
adopted the motion which Prof. McFadyean has sugges- 
ted, and therefore I shall support him. 

Mr. Stmpson : It is well that we should be unanimous 
on this matter if we can ; does Mr. Dollar see his way to 
accept this—that the details to be published should be 
only these : the name, the offence, and the punishment ? 

Mr. Dottar: Yes. I feel inclined to accept that after 

€ expression of feeling from the Council. 


of the defence, whether delivered in writing or by word 
_of mouth, shall be kept by the secretary of the Royal 
| College of Veterinary Surgeons, and that in the event of 
| the Council of the Royal College of Veterinary Surgeons, 
directing the name of such person to be removed from 

the Register, intimation of the facts, namely the name, 
offence, and punishment, shall be forwarded to the pro- 
fessional journals for publication not more than ead 

nor less than two months after the date of such direction, 
_ except in the event of the said person waiving his right 
_ to oo to the Privy Council, when the intimation 
shall sent on receipt of notice from him to that 
effect.” 

Mr. Hart.ey : I beg to second that. 

Mr. Mutvey: Before you put that to the vote I should 
like to ask you what would be the effect of this altera- 
tion. It would be, when passed, a bye-law, I presume ! 
The PresipEnt: Yes. 

_ Mr. Mutvey: The resolution now proposed is mater- 

lally altered, and I contend it will be necessary to sus- 

pend it for three months. 

~ Mr. DoLttar: I would suggest to you, sir, that it is 

not in any essential way altered. 

_ The Presment : I will put it to the meeting if the 
meeting accepts the alteration. 

Agreed to. 

On the motion being put it was carried unanimously. 

Mr. Douuar : In that case my alternative motion falls 

to the ground. I have now to move the next motion 
which stands in my name, “That no member of the 
Registration Committee or of the Council, who shall 
have made complaint to the said committee or Council, 
of a Member or Fellow of the Royal College of Veterin- 
ary Surgeons having been guilty of conduct disgraceful 
to him in a professional respect, shall vote on the motion 
to remove from the Register the name of such member 
or Fellow, or to inflict other penalty.” This motion, sir, 
merely crystalises into words the good sense and good 
feeling of this Council. It is simply an intimation from 
the Council as a whole of the right feeling which [ 
believe has in the past always characterised the members 
of the Registration Committee. I believe it is a fact, 
and I do not think any member here will contradict me 
when I say that whenever a member of the Registration 
Committee has found himself connected either directly or 
indirectly with any case which has come before the com- 
mittee for adjudication, he has invariably withdrawn from 
the deliberations of the Council. [therefore think that we 
should be doing a very proper and very worthy thing in 
putting in words and placing it in such a form that it may 
(go forth to the world what is the feeling of the Council 
which actuates every member of it. I feel sure that in 
bringing forward this motion I shall have the hearty 
| concurrence of everyone here, and, therefore, I beg to 
| propose it. 
TricGer: have much pleasure in seconding this 
motion, and I am glad that the fact should go forth that 
no gentlemen has ever adjudicated where he has been 
directly or indirectly connected with a case. 

Mr. Mutvey : After the statement that has been made 
by Mr. Dollar I shall have great pleasure in supporting 
the motion. I can thoroughly endorse every onl ke has 
said. The members of the Registration Committee have 
been most particular not to take any part in any case in 
which they have been at all interested. 

Prof. Epaar: I should like to point out a disadvan- 
tage in this resolution, namely, that it forces upon this 


committee the necessity of asking the gentleman to re- 
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tire ;and it at once places the committee in possession of 


information of which they were perfectly ignorant, be- 
cause it puts forth that a certain individual, whoever he 
may be, is a public informer. (“ No, no.”) 
Mr. TricGer : [ rise to a point of order. The com- 
plaint lies upon the table with the name of the com- 
lainer upon it for every one of the committee to see if 
e chooses. | 

Mr. Agson : The name of the'informer is published on 
the paper. ; 

Prof. McFapyEAn : I sheuld like to ask whether this | 
resolution is not wtra vires. Suppose Lam a member of | 
the Registration Committee and refuse to leave the room, — 
what then ? 

The Presipent : You disobey the bye-laws. 

Prof. McFapyEaN : I am not at all opposed to the re-_ 
solution, but it struck me there is no power to enforce it. 

Mr. Stimpson: May [ point out that Prof. McFadyean 
has not quite read it correctly. It says that no member 
shall vote. 

Prof. McFapyrean : [ want to know whether you can 
deprive him of voting. 

\Ir Dotiar: I think we can. These gentlemen are 
members of the committee ; the committee are appointed 
by the Council ; now [| think that it is an essential of all. 
the legal abilities that there shall be corresponding dis- 
abilities attached to them, 

Mr. Wartnasy: Might it not cut another way! If 
the charge happened to be laid by a member of the 
committee, might not the informer as he is going down- 
stairs be likely to meet the accused coming up ! 

The motion was then put from the chair and carried. 

On the motion of Mr. Trigger, seconded by Mr. Simp- 
son, a hearty vote of thanks was accorded to the Presi- 
dent for his conduct in the chair. 


COUNCIL MEETING REPORT—CORRECTIONS. 


Dear Sir, 

My attention has been drawn to a paragraph in your 
report of the Council Meeting which took place on the 
2nd inst., and in which, in the answer to Professor Owen 
Williams, the President is made to say, in addressing 
the Council Meeting :—“ The Solicitor informs me that 
if it is your wish, it is entirely for the meeting as to 
whether Miss Custance is to be allowed up (for examina- 
tion) or not.” 

This is quite incorrect ; what | said to the President, 
and what he said to the meeting was—“ That the Solici- 
tor was ready to give his report as to what was being 
done in Miss Custance’s case, if it was the wish of the | 
meeting.” 

You will observe that this makes a very important 
dlifference. 

| have seen the President, who confirms my statement 
and concurs with me in requesting that you will insert 
this correction in your next issue.— Yours faithfuily, 

GEO. THATCHER. 


Dear Sir, 
| tind on reading the report of the proceedings of th 
4 ys e 
last Council Meeting of the Royal College of Veterinary 
Surgeons that my name is omitted from the list of those 
present, and as | attended the Council and several Com- 


mittee meetings, it is only right I should ask you to | 


kindly correct this error, otherwise my constituents may 
think I am neglecting my duties as a member of the 
Council, so may I ask that with your usual courtesy you 
will give this letter publicity.—Yours faithfully, — 


ALEXANDER Laws 
Manchester, July 12th, 1897. — 


VETERINARY SOCIETIES. 


‘ LINCOLNSHIRE 
VETERINARY MEDICAL ASSOCIATION. 


A meeting was held at the Angel Hotel, Peterborough, 
on June 29th, the chair being taken by the President,. 
F. W Wragg, Esq., F.R.C.V.S. Present: Messrs. H 
Howse, Lincoln; T. Holmes, Bourne; W. A. Allott, 
Upwell ; W. H. Brooks, Leadenham ; R. W. Clarke, 
Horneastie ; F. L. Gooch, Stamford ; J. W. Gresswell,. 
Peterborough; C. Hartley, Lincoln; Alex. Lennox,. 
Crowland : J. Mackinder, Peterborough ; T. A. Rudkin, 
Grantham ; Capt. Russell, treasurer, Grantham ; E. C.. 
Russell, hon. sec., Grantham ; Jas. Smith, Huntingdon ; 
J. E. Shacklock, Stamford ; and T. W. Turner, Sleaford.. 

The minutes of the last meeting as printed in the 


_ veterinary papers were taken as read. 


The SECRETARY read letters of apology for non-atten- 
dance from Professors Penberthy, Davis, Axe, and 
Pritchard ; and Messrs. Kidd, Norgate, J. A. Clarke,. 
and B Freer. 

Mr. HartLey proposed, and Mr. Clarke seconded, the 
election of Mr. Arthur L. Wilson, of Horncastle, as a 
new member. Carried unanimously. 


The President read his inaugural address. 
THE ProposED BENEVOLENT FUND. 


The PrestpENt, referring to a letter which had been 
addressed to the Secretary, said the communication had 
reference to a veterinary benevolent society, which had 
been started by the Central Veterinary Medical Society. 
They had not yet made a fair start with it, and as he 
had only had an opportunity of attending one meeting 
he was not well up in what they proposed to do, but it 
was thought they might establish a Victoria Veterinary 
Beneyolent Society, not in opposition with the one 
already existing in Manchester, but it was thought that 
in this Jubilee year they might try to provide for the 
wives and families of those unfortunate brethren of their 
“wae who were not in the position to provide for 
them. 

Mr. MackinpER said he believed the Manchester 
Society only provided for their members. 

The PRESmDENT said it was thought advisable in the 
new Society to provide for those who were not actually 
subscribers. 

Capt. RUssELL: You will not have many subscribers: 
then. (Laughter.) 

Capt. Russet said he had great pleasure in pro- 
posing that this matter which was of sq important a 
character to the profession, and to all of them as veteri- 
nary surgeons, namely, to supply funds for the use of the 
widows and orphans in the event of their not being able 
to supply such funds by their own labours be left for 
discussion at a future meeting. He had been a sub- 
scriber to the Manchester Society ever since he had had 
the honour of being a member of the profession, and he 
knew perfectly that that Society had done a vast amount 
of good, but the funds of the Society were held entirely 
for subscribers to-day. He was rather under the im- 
pression that they would tind that the Society in Lon- 
don would be of somewhat a different nature. He did 
not altogether hold with helping people who would not 
help themselves, but there were exceptional cases 0 
course, which should be taken into consideration. When 
a man, however, had a good practice, and did not insure 
his life or join such a Society as already existed, he 
should rather hold aloof from assistance. 

_Mr. MacKINDER seconded the postponement of the 
discussion, and cited a case of a member of the profes- 
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sion who had been crippled with rheumatism and could pointed out that the disease was due to these parasites. 
not afford to pay his subscriptions. He was not able to He thought it would be a good idea to persuade their 
receive anything because he was not a subscriber. He clients to have the lambs and the ewes treated as well. 
thought it a pity if such a case was to be entirely Capt. Russet said he was very sorry he was not 
ignored. _ present to hear Professor Penberthy read this carefully 

The matter was then adjourned until the next meeting. prepared paper of his. They did not have a great quan- 

Mr. Hart.ey said he wished to ask the Association to | tity of this disease in their special neighbourhood, but if 
do something, if unly a very little this Jubilee year, and , they did get it the cases were brought to them when in 
become annual subscribers of say a guinea to the Royal an advanced stage and the lambs dying fast. They did 
Agricultyral Benevolent Fund, or if they did not care to not seem to find out the origin of this strongylus contor- 
do that would they subscribe a guinea to the Lincoln- | tus. Where did it come from, and how did it grow ? 
shire Agricultural Society? Considering they got a | Years ago the notion prevailed that worms in lambs 
great deal of men living out of Agriculture, he thought were caused by flies, and there was a theory that they 
they should acknowledge the existence of these societies came from earth worms. 


in some way. ; ; Mr. HoLMEs expressed the opinion that every veteri- 
The question was adjourned until the next meeting. nary surgeon should impress upon his client the necessity 
“Some Diseases Dur to NematTopE Worms.” _of “drinking” bis lambs early enough. He cited a case 


of a flock in which the lambs died freely, but they had 
A discussion then arose on Professor Penberthy’s paper yeyer been drunk, and had never had anything done to 


on the above subject, read at the last meeting, and Pro- | them at all. He thought if veterinary surgeons could 
fessor Penberthy wrote expressing his deep regret at not | persuade the big flock masters to “drink” their lambs 
being able to attend, but he had been summoned to give | early the smaller men would follow in their wake. He 
evidence at the High Court of Justice and could not treated a great many lambs last year and he found that 
leave London. ; after they drenched with the ordinary drinks a little 
was not amongst them. They thanked him last time Capt. RusseELL mentioned a case of parasitic disease. 
for bringing that practical paper before them and he ‘They had been treating two cows for bronchial pneu- 
himself had little to say on the matter. They were jonia and one died. _ He found both lungs consolidated 
greatly indebted to the Professor for discovering the _and millions of parasites in each lung. They could pull 
parasite in gastro-enteritis, and the real cause of inflam- them out in strings by the finger. He had been in prac- 
d org pon 25 but had mower a Was six years 
a Y_ OF | old,in such a parasitic condition in his life. 
them used the microscope enough. He did not think Phe enn then closed, the President remarking 
os that they were very grateful to Prof. Penberthy for giv- 
r a at was to g sh land. 
Undoubtedly the parasites followed on old sheep. Little | me ' 
stock holders, little farmers did not have this disease THe Hairax Dockinc Case. 
like large holders. If they could suggest anything which Mr. J. MAcKINDER introduced “the Halifax Docking 
would remove the ova or —— from the land, agri- | Case and the Veterinary Mutual Defence.” He said he 
culturists would be greatly indebted to them. As to might begin by observing that he did not wish to hurt 
the period of incubation he thought it was about five or the feelings or speak disrespectfully of any member of 
six weeks, and Professor Penberthy had proved that to , the profession whose ideas were different from his. As 
be so. As to the treatment, if they could only get their | to the Halifax docking case it commenced in this way. 
clients to do it not only the young sheep but the old | Mr. Appleyard, of Halifax, a young practitioner, was re- 
sheep should be treated and isolated. After they were | quested by a client of his to dock a three-year-old horse. 
given vermifuges they ought not to be allowed to stray | He told him to send it up to his place, and a man brought 
all over the pastures. it up, and he docked it. There was no fault found with 
Mr. GRESSWELL said he was very sorry at not being the way in which it was docked. The usual docking was 
able to hear Professor Penberthy on this important done and the actual cautery applied, but the horse was a 
subject, but, he must say that during the time he was in little tidgety and bled a little, so a little flour was put 
Lincolnshire, in several districts, this disease in lambs (at the end of the dock, and was sent on its way home. 
had existed. They found it exist after every warm A sergeant of police noticed a few drops of blood splash- 
ad traced the disease to ditches whic not been | ing 1s blood, he questionec e man, who sal 1e 
cleansed out, and there were also perhaps some ponds horse had just been docked. The policeman thought it 
which had aot been cleansed. As arule they found it must be cruelty, and wanted to make everyone believe 
in the wet parts of the back end of the year. He had that blood was running from it then, but this was not 
had some lambs during this year with tapeworm, and proved. He was afraid when the Sergeant of Police 
they found this existed more where there were a great went to see Mr. Appleyard on behalf of the Society for 
many rabbits in the district. These lambs had been the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals he spoke rather 
diseased with tape worms very young and it killed a rash words. He told them to go and summon him if 
good many, of them. By “drinking” the whole flock theyliked. That put the Society on their mettle. There 
they had been able to pull a good many of them round. was no excuse whatever for saying that the animal 
As to the treatment, the lambs should be “drenched” suffered pain, but the Society at once took the summons. 
and very carefully done. Mr. pe sey had no idea there was going to be a case. 
-Mr. Jas. Smrra said he did not know whether rabbits He thought he should simply have to go as a veterina 
and tape worms were in any way associated with the surgeon and say that he had docked the horse on behalf 
disease in the majority of cases. He had fonnd tape of his clients, but when he got to the court there was 
Worm in lambs in places where there were the smallest Council and Professors arrayed against him. By the 
number of rabbits in the country. They had had only advice of his brother veterinary surgeons he applied for 
one outbreak that they could trace to this parasitic an adjournment and the magistrates told him he would 
origin and he must admit that he was not familiar with have to pay the costs of the day £20. The veterinary 
It, and was puzzled as to the cause of the disease. He surgeons guaranteed the money between them and_ the 
sent some stomachs, etc., to Professor Penberthy and he case was adjourned, and afterwards adjourned again at 
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the wish of the Society. It came on on May 30th, and 
the Society were represented by two barristers, Mr. 
Ward and Mr. Colam. They specially drew attention to 
what was cruelty and took Mr. Justice Hawkins defini- 
tion of cruelty as set down in the dishorning case, in 
which he said that they had no right to inflict any pain 
on any animal to improve its appearance. Mr. Justice 
Hawkins said if dishorning would put 40s. a head on 
each bullock they were not justified in dishorning. He 
himself took it that docking was a necessity. The other 
side argued that docking was not a necessity but exces- 
sive cruelty. He must say that their friend Professor 
Pritchard had got three very nice plates showing the 
arteries and nerves, and displaying any amount of 
nerves in the tail. It was not much in the veterinary 
surgeon’s favour to show that plate. Professors Williams 
and Axe, however, said that there was very little sensa- 
tion at the end of the tail. This subject was brought 
up twelve years ago at Manchester, when the same sort 
of thing was mentioned by Mr. Colam, the secretary to 
the R.S.P.C.A\., who tried to show to what cruelty in 
nicking or cropping they as veterinary surgeons resorted. 
He found, however, that the majority of those present 
were in favour of docking, and a resolution was carried 
that the prosecution of veterinary surgeons for docking 
horses’ tails wasa matter of sincere regret, and it was 
thought that the Society should be guided by the opinion 
of the profession A circular was sent out at the time to 
every member of the profession, and the majority de- 
clared that docking was necessary. They (the Society) 
had ignored that opinion of the profession and were try- 
ing to set the opinion, the ¢pse déxit of Prof. Pritchard 
and one or two more against it. They ought to be very | 
firm on this point (the Veterinary Surgeon’s Defence.) | 
Here they had a young man brought before the magis- 
trates and fought by two Counsel who might half ruin 
him. He would be ruined by this rich Society, and he 
thought they should do more for veterinary mutual 
defence and help one another in such matters as these. — 
He should like to be absolutely certain that they 
thoroughly agreed that they should defend one another 
by means of some society. He suggested that a resolu- 
tion should be adopted to the effect that in the opinion 
of this society the operation of docking is a necessity and 
is not cruel if properly performed by properly qualified 
veterinary surgeons. 

At the suggestion of the President, Mr. Mackinder 
agreed to defer the exact wording of his resolution until 
the end of the discussion. 

Mr. Harvey said he thought the resolution as at 
present worded was far too strong to go forward as the 
opinion of the Lincolnshire Veterinary Medical Associa- 
tion, namely, that docking was not cruel and that it was 


necessary. His position personally with regard to ; 


docking was that he docked animals every week of his 
life, but somebody did great harm by docking young 
animals, especially half bred. Their market value would 
be very much enhanced by their being left until they 
were older and they knew the character of the animal 
and for what purpose it was wanted. He was talking 
to a big Suffolk horse dealer the other day and a horse 
was brought ont with a short tail and he (the speaker) 
said “what a thousand pities.”. The horse dealer said 
“You mean his tail. If the horse had been left with his 
tail on, | could have made ever so much money of him.” 
He gave that to them as the experience of a man who 
was a representative of the horse trade and knew of the 
harm done by indiscriminate docking of young animals. 
He did not think that anybody could say that docking 
was a painless operation, or an operation not cruel. He 
could not see what ground they could take in the matter. 
He had seen horses and docked them, and they had not 
left off feeding except for two or three minutes. He 
had taken the pulse and the temperature and felt sure 


the animal had suffered the minimum of discomfort. 


There were ways in which any veterinary surgeon might 
make a wound and pour a molten substance on it in the 
shape of resin. He only applied an antiseptic at the end 
of the tail and applied actual cautery. If they cauterised 
the end of the solar formed an impervious material 
which prevented the absorption of any germ or any 
matter which was likely to cause discomfort. He cer- 
tainly thought it was not cruelty if an animal were skil- 
fully docked. He certainly recommended tight ligatures 
which interfered with the nervous centres and ——— 
the flow of blood, and if they could seize the tail and get 
the iron on it, in 20 seconds they could almost seal the 
vessels and reduce the pain very considerably. The pain, 
in his opinion, was not nearly so much as voluntarily 
taken by men, or by ladies in tight lacing or by tight 
boots, who voluntarily suffered more pain than they as 
veterinary surgeons inflicted on animals. Though he 
had a certain respect for the R.S.P.C.A. he was afraid a 
great many of the subscribers and members of the 
Society would walk along the street and pass sufferin 
humanity without a thought only to find some fancifu 
cruelty to an animal. As to the necessity of the opera- 
tion he frankly confessed he had to pander to the fashion 
he believed in. As tothe necessity they might take the 
ground that they got mud splashed on their breeches, 
and if the horse’s tail was cut off square close up to the 
dock, there was a danger of getting the reins under his 
tail. But then why not alter the cart and put it in such 
a position that the animal could not kick it. He should 
not like the Association to take up such a strong 
position as indicated by Mr. Mackinder. He had been 
asked to give evidence by the R.S.P.C.A. and he said 
“Yes, but I must reserve the right to form my own 
opinion on the merits of each particular case. I don’t 
pledge myself to give professional evidence or hostile 
either.” There was nothing to justify any veterinary 
surgeon in being biassed in giving evidence without refer- 
ence to the facts of the case. 

Mr. Hows said there was a great deal of 2s. 6d. dock- 


| ing about this case. The tail was taken off with the 


ordinary shears, there was no tight ligature. He did 
not think it was a very good animal to deal with, and 
the man had not much help. The tail was filled with 
blood and some of it dropped down on the hock. Where 
the 2s. 6d. business came was’ in not having sufficient 
help and in not having a proper ligature to the tail, and 
not to wash the blood from the hocks before it went out 
of the yard. He held docking was a necessary operation 
for harness horses and hunters. He instanced the case 
of Mr. Hopkins who said he could not sell hackneys or 
hunters without being docked, because people preferred 
them. They could not drive any undocked horses as 
leader in a tandem or team, and there were plenty of 
traps in which they could not drive an undocked horse. 
There were plenty of traps that did not admit of altera- 
tion, and reins over a bar acted as bearing reins. He 
suggested an application of cocaine until the tail ceased 
to recognise the application of the finger nail. It had 
been his practice to use styptic colloid and he found the 
tail became flaccid on its application. He held there 
was no evidence of pain when the horse would stand 
without « twitch being put on him. The question of 
cruelty he felt did not arise when the operation was pro- 
perly performed. 

Capt. RussELL said he was no respecter of the S.P.C.A. 
He had long since given up this Society because they 
prosecuted veterinary surgeons for performing opera- 
tions ; and until they changed their tactics they would 
never find him appearing in any case where they wished 
to prosecute anyone. He did not believe in the way they 
went about their cases. He was inclined to think they 
were making a little too much fuss over this case of 
defending docking itself. But his impression was that 
what they wanted was that they as veterinary surgeons 
should have the power to perform any operations they 
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thought necessary, without consulting the R.S.P.C.A. | they were so satisfied that one of them gave him the 
Provided they performed every operation with the neces- | order to dock two or three of his horses, so he thought 
sary skill and without unnecessary pain, that should there could not have been a vast amount of pain. He 
suffice. Either their diploma gave them the power to agreed with Captain Russell that if they were to be 
perform any operation or it did not. What was their dictated to by the R.S.P.C.A. the sooner the diploma 
diploma worth? Why did they go to college for three was torn up the better. If the profession did not assist 
or four years if that diploma would not defend them each other they (the Society) would get in the thin end 
against the attack of such societies when they performed of the wedg» and they would have very little to do. 
any operations which they considered necessary, scientifi- | Mr. Goocn said a veiy great deal of the opposition 
cally and with as little pain as possible. They ought to that existed between veterinary surgeons and the Society 
be able to exercise their own discretion in such matters. was the way they went about these cases. ‘They simply 
They wanted to find out the value of this piece of paper. took evidence from a police officer and did not take into 
If it were of value why had this Society the power consideration the veterinary surgeon knowing anything 
tc prosecute them for performing an operation. about the case. In one case particularly the police 
As to the necessity of docking, it had been his mis- officer knew that he (the speaker) was well acquainted 
fortune to own a kicking charger which on parade con- | with the case, but he never approached him. If the 
stantly knocked his helmet off with his tail when he | ofticer had said one word to him the case would not have 


kicked, and he did not know what he had cost him in 
new helmets. Again, a little kicking mare got her tail 
over the reins and she bolted for five miles as hard as 
she could go. He took her home, docked her, and she 
never kicked or got her tail over the reins again. If 
they were to drive horses with long tails he did not 
know how many accidents they would be responsible 
for, but he did not like to hear veterinary surgeons say 
they docked horses for the fashion’s sake. He honestly 
believed he did not. He docked horses because he was 
asked to do so, and nine times out of ten there was a 
reason for it, either they were going in harness or were 
hunters. It was an operation which if properly per- 
formed did not cause any excessive pain. In the last 
25 years he had docked some 1000 horses and he could 
not call to mind more than three or four horses that had 


gone on, and as it was, it was lost. Professor Pritchard 
had lately expressed his opinion that if they won this 
case and stopped veterinary surgeons from docking, in 
less than a fortnight docking would not be known 
(“No”), and added that it was impossible to dock 
horses without giving pain (“ Nonsense”). He thought 
if they looked round they would find very few magis- 
trates with undocked horses. 

The PReEsIDENT said he was quite certain that the 
Committee of the R.S.P.C.A. did not wish any veteri- 
nary surgeons to give evidence in any case except in a 
conscientious manner. In reply to Captain Russell he 
would say that he knew many instances of men in good 
positions being prosecuted by the Society. Captain 
Russell also referred to the diploma giving veterinary 


surgeons power to perform any operation they thought 


actually kicked during the performance of the operation. necessary, and he himself thought these operations 
He cited one case, when a particularly vicious animal, should be performed, but in a thoroughly scientific 
its character not being known to him, kicked him on the manner. He was inclined to think that Mr. Appleyard 
chest and knocked him down. He most sincerely hoped had handled this case in a somewhat slovenly manner, 
the profession would win in this case, not so much that but more than that he should like to say that he was 
he actually cared for the operation of docking, but if totally against the Society prosecuting veterinary sur- 
they allowed the Society to intfoduce the thin end of the geons, and did not believe in their interference in the 
wedge in the way of prosecuting for operations, they performing of operations in the best possible manner. 
would never know how far they were going or where Referring to Mr. Gooch’s observation he said if any of 
they were going to stop. If they }revented veterinary | these cases occurred where the police or other officer 
surgeons docking he was of opinion that there would be neglected to perform his duties if they would only lay 
an increase in the number of men going about the coun- | the case before him, he would take care it was properly 
try docking, and there would be many more horses lost. represented by the Society. As to docking, from what 
There were many diseases veterinary surgeons used to he had heard in this room very few veterinary surgeons 
have under treatment now supervised by the police, and | could claim that there was no pain in docking. It was 
if they went on there would be nothing left for the pro- | the fashion to dock horses, and he thought himself in 


should not be dictated to as to what operation they 


fessional and qualified man, in fear of the Board of 
Agriculture on the one hand and the Society for the Pre- 
vention of Cruelty to Animals on the other. 

Mr. Jas. SMivH said sufficient stress had not been laid 
upon the fact that to restrict a qualified veterinary sur- 
geon from performing an operation, was the very last 
thing in the world to stamp out the complaint. As long 
as docking was fashionable, if qualified veterinary sur- 
geons were not allowed to do it, horses would continue 
to be docked, and cruelty would exist a hundred-fold 
more than now. There were some veterinary surgeons 
who were so far behind the times as to put a little resin 
at the end of the dock, and he thought if they were to 
ask the horse’s opinion, he would tell them he did not 
know the difference. He quite agreed with Captain 
Russell in taking the stand that as a profession they 


should perform. He hoped that as a profession they 
would ave their right proved to dock horses. Mr. 
Gresswell instanced a case of a foal he was asked to 
dock, but before he performed the operation it was 
found suffering with tetanus. Had that animal died of 
tetanus after the operation, it would have been put 
own to docking. e gave an account of docking a 
horse with a tight ligature before two magistrates and 


certain cases it was necessary for the safety of the per- 
son who had to use them that they should be docked. 
Although Professor Pritchard was one of his dearest 
friends he had his own opinion as to docking horses, and 
he (the speaker) did not agree with him. He was quite 
sure it was a conscientious objection on the part of Pro- 
fessor Pritchard, that although he had appeared against 
veterinary surgeons he conscientiously believed docking 
to be cruelty and had said so to him for the last 20 

ears. 
‘ Mr. MAcKINDER asked how many horses did Professor 
Pritchard and the Sucicty see docked in the show yards / 
From the Prince of Wales downwards, of the exhibitors, 
and yet not a single summons was issued, but here a 
young man just starting practice was prosecuted. He 
was sure the Society had made a great mistake in this 
case. He moved the following resolution (which was 
seconded by Mr. Rudkin and adopted by 12 votes to 2), 
“That in the opinion of this Society the operation of 
docking is generally a necessity, and that although 
slight pain is caused it is not cruel if properly performed 
by a duly qualified person.” 

The members then adjourned for dinner at which the 
toast of the yc gracefully submitted by the Presi- 
dent, was enthusiastically honoured. 
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EXTRACTS AND NOTES. 


ANTHRAX COMMITTEE REPORT. 


Continuing a policy which the Home Office has for 
some years » a pursued, Sir Matthew White Ridley 
lately appointed a committee to inquire into the causes 
of workmen suffering from anthrax either in its external 
or internal form. it has long been noted that opera- 
tives in woollen industries are peculiarly susceptible to 
this disease —in fact, anthrax is sometimes spoken Of as 
the woolsorters’ disease. But the valuable report which 
the committee have recently made shows that this pain- 
ful and dangerous malady is very common not only 
among woolsorters and woolcombers, but also among 
workers in hair and bone factories, fellmongers, furriers, 
tanners, tlockmakers, and feather-cleaners. Anthrax, as 
the investigations of Pasteur and others have proved, 
arises by the lodgment and multiplication in the system 
of the bacillus anthracis, a micro-organism which de- 
velops itself according to tolerably well-understood 
modes, which withstands the action of most disinfectants, 
but which is destroyed by moist heat at a high tempera- 
ture and has little vitality before the spores or seeds 
appear. The disease, which is usually transmitted by 
inoculation —the virus gaining an entrance into the sys- 
tem through a wound or abrasion of the skin—may | 
develop a “malignant pustule,” removable without 
serious injury to the sufferer. But it may, and often 
does, end fatally. | With respect to the origin and dis- 
semination of the disease there are still several mysteries. 
It is known that horse-hair imported from Russia is | 
eculiarly infectious. in that country, and especially | 
in Siberia, horses and cattle suffer much from anthrax 
ina virulent form, and it is universal experience here | 
and on the Continent that workmen in factories in which | 
Russian horse-hair is carded or otherwise used are most 
exposed to attacks. But it is not very clear why im- 
ported Russian horse manes are more infectious than 
tails. The suggested explanations of the difference are, | 
to say the least, problematic. 
It is admitted that the danger of the virus being con- 
veyed in wool or hair comes almost exclusively from 
foreign materials. The disease is rare here; and any 
animal dying of it must be burned with the hide intact. 
In the woolsorting and kindred industries operatives 
have little fear as to English and colonial products. 
“There is a greasiness about the home and colonial wool 
which is, comparatively speaking, absent from most of 
the foreign wools, and is useful in restraining the diffu- 
sion of dust duriug sorting. The home and colonial 
wools are much cleaner, having generally been washed 
before the shearing.” The coarse and dirty fleeces sent 
by the Arab tribes of Kurdistan, camel-hair coming from 
Russia and China, alpaca and Kashmir hair are peculiar- 
because the bales often contain “ failen 
e 


eces ”—that is, wool or hair plucked from the body of 
an animal which died of anthrax ; fleeces laden with 
spores capable of lying dormant for an almost indefinite 
— until introduced to some congenial place or body 
avourable for germination.” Chinese and Russian hides 
and goat skins are regarded as more or less dangerous : 
and the worst consequences may happen to a workman 
with an open cut or sore handling them. Hair in all 
forms may convey disease ; but there is strong testi- 
mony that the “raw manes” of Russian horses contain 
the most poisonous germs. “Nearly all the manufac- 
turers whom we have interviewed,” remark the Com- 
om “said that they would have nothing to do with 

em. 

The recommendations of the Committee i 
character, and for the most part such as pan mi 


the untrained: mind. They do not suggest the entire 
prohibition of the importation of Russian hair, or any 
other drastic measures. Abundant air space, ventilation 
so arranged as to carry the dust away from the worker, 

werful extracting fans with a down draught, the wash- 
ing of foul raw material, prohibition of the taking of 
meals in work-rooms or places to which noxious dust 
may penetrate—in short, the chief provisions of the 
Factory Acts in their latest developments—are the 
measures upon which the Committee rely. But they 
leave an impression that these precautions will be futile 
unless they are accompanied by greater care on the part 
of the workmen themselves.— 7'imes 


THE RINDERPEST. 


This plague is making greater progress than the scien- 
tists and veterinary experts are making against it, and 
whilst Dr. Koch and Surgeons Edington and Hutcheon 
are endeavouring to prove their several theories the 
cattle die by thousands, and the transport of goods by 
bullock-cart is seriously affected. A significant fact is 
that the Cape Government have given up hopes of cop- 
ing with the disease. They have withdrawn the Cape 
Mounted Police from the borders, where they have been 
on rinderpest duty, and sent them to shoot rebels in 
Bechuanaland, instead of shooting infected cattle. The 
pest has broken out at Nqamakwe, and all waggons are 
stopped at the Kei Bridge, the main road of ingress from 
the Transkei, the largest native territory in the colony. 
The boom in wire-fencing has gone down, for the germs 
have been carried across by birds of prey, who disgorge 
the tainted flesh, thereby spreading disease on the grass 
on which healthy oxen feed. Inoculation has proved 
futile, and it is feared that the disease will run its course 
to the coast line. Many cases of black gall have been 
mistaken for rinderpest inside the border, and the owners 
of herds and the veterinary surgeons— whose decisions 
are final—are consequently on bad terms with each 
other.— The Chemist and Druggist. 


DEALING WITH DOGS IN A SHOP. 


On Monday at the Wandsworth County Ccurt, before 
Judge Lushington, a Stock Exchange clerk named 
Sutherland sued Mr. Steeples, the manager of Parke’s 
Drug Stores, at 50, George Street, Richmond, for £5 
~ a sustained by his dog at the defendant’s 

ands. 

The plaintiff’s sisters stated that on March 2 last they 
took their brother’s dog with them for a run. They en- 
tered the defendant’s shop. When they got inside they 
noticed a collie dog there. This dog was muzzled, but 
theirs was not. As soon as they entered the two dogs 
began growling. At this the defendant picked off the 


' counter a bottle of spirit of ammonia and poured it over 
| the dogs. They at once ceased Sg and it was 


then found that their dog’s eye was inju It was at 
once bathed, but it got worse, and the dog had now lost 
the sight of one of its eyes through the action of the 
ammonia. In cross-examination the sisters stoutly 
denied that the dogs were fighting. Mr. W. J. Hadden, 
a veterinary surgeon, de to the dog losing its eye; 
which was due to the action of some corrosive fluid, such 
as solution of ammonia. ; 
For the defence the defendant was called, and swore 
that the two dogs were fighting in his 
and as all efforts to separate them appeared of no ava 
he simply - oy a ion drops of ammonia over them. 
This the desired effect of separating them. Mrs. 
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Gripper, who said she lived at Richmond, said her dog 
was sitting quietly under her chair when the plaintiff’s 
dog entered. The plaintiff's dog—a retriever—came u 
to her dog and pulled it out from under the chair. 

fight at once ensued, and in order to stop it the defen- 
dant merely sprinkled a few drops of ammonia over 
them. The retriever dog was brought into Court and 
taken up to the Judge, who remarked, stroking the dog, 
that he was quite willing to make its acquaintance. In 
the end “#8 Honour held that as the plaintiffs dog was a 
trespasser in the defendant’s shop, and making himself 
disagreeable, the defendant was justified in taking any 
reasonable step to rid himself of the nuisance. The de- 
fendant had only takenreasonable measures, and he gave 
judgment for the defendant with costs. 


APPEAL UNDER THE DENTISTS ACT. 


The Lord Justice Clerk, Lord Trayner, and Lord Mon- 
creiff, sitting as judges in the Justiciary Appeal Court, 
Edinburgh, on Saturday, June 12, gave judgment in the 
appeal by Alex. Emslie, 1 Rankeillor Street, Edinburgh, 
against a conviction obtained against him in the Edin- 
burgh Sheriff Court under the Dentists Act, 1878, some 
time ago, under the circumstances noted in the appended 
judgment. 

Lord Trayner, who led off, said he was of opinion that 
the methods by which the offence charged were said to 


travention of the statute, and that the conviction should 
be set aside. The statute nowhere provided that it 
should be unlawful for anyone to practise dentistry un- 
less he was specially qualified. It might fairly enough 
be said that the statute contemplated that such persons 
would practise dentistry, as it provided that unregis- 
tered persons should not be entitled to exact fees for any 
dental operation. Wat the statute did prohibit was 
any person taking or using the name of “dentist” or 
“ dental practitioner,” or “any name, title, addition, or 
description ” implying that he was rezistered under the 
Act, or especially qualified to practise dentistry. The 
appellant did not call himself a “dentist,” or “dental 
practitioner,” and it was clear he had not contravened 
the statute. He had exhibited a signboard or brass 
late on his premises with the words thereon, “American 
entistry. A. Emslie” ; and another on the door of his 
premises bearing the words “ Dental Office.” These 
words—he took the two inscriptions together—might no 
doubt be read by many that dental operations were per- 
formed on these premises, and performed by the appel- 
lant, but they contained nothing to imply that Mr. a. 
lie was registered under the Act, or that he was specially 
qualitied to perform these operations. What the statute 
provided against was anyone using a name or designa- 
tion which was descriptive of a registered or qualified 
practitioner, who was not in fact entitled to the desig- 
nation which the assumed name or description implied. 
Here the appellant has assumed no title whatever. He 
did not ol himself a dentist, dental practitioner, dental 
surgeon, or licentiate in dental surgery. If he did so he 
would contravene the statute. But he had added noth- 
ing which his Lordship thought was the thing the 
statute prohibited by way of title, addition, or descrip- 
tion implying that he was registered as a dentist, or that 
€ possessed or claimed to have any special qualification 
lor the performance of dental operations. Neither 
American Dentistry” nor “ Dental Office” could be 
said to be a name which the appellant had assumed, 
and neither was a title, addition, nor description added 
to his name implying special qualification for dentistry. 
rd Moncreiff said he was quite of the same opinion. 

€ charge was based on the third section of the Den- 


dentistry, but imposed penalties on unregistered per- 
sons using a name, or title, or description implying that 
he was registered or was specially qualified to practise 
dentistry. Now the question was whether the methods 
libelled were in the sense of the third section of the Act 
a description implying that the applicant was a person 
specially qualified to practise dentistry. He agreed with 
Lord Trayner that the description contemplated in the 
statute was descriptive of an individual, and indicatin 
his special qualification for the work by training an 
practice. The terms of the statute were not satistied by 
a notice exhibited outside the building which stated 
that dentistry was practised therein. The sign-board 
and plate did no more than notify that the industry was 
carried on within ; they contained no profession of the 
qualifications of the appellant, and the plate did not 
assert that he indeed was the operator. He thought 
the case would have been precisely the same if a notice 
had been put up, “Teeth drawn here,” which would not, 
he feared, convince many sufferers who came to the 
place. He therefore thought, although a relevant case 
might have been made if the complaint had been care- 
fully framed and based on the dipioma mentioned in the 
fourth method which the Sheriff had disallowed, that 
there was no relevant case. 

The Lord Justice Clerk said he concurred. He con- 

fessed that at first he was inclined to take a different 
view, and if the Act had been broadly directed against a 
person practising or professing to practice dentistry, he 
should Lens had no difticulty as to there being a con- 
travention. But that was not what the Act bore. The 
part of the Act founded on struck at a man holding him- 
self forth as a person who was specially qualified to prac- 
tise dentistry. It did not strike at the practice of 
dentistry ; it only deprived them of any legal right to 
sue for remuneration for work done. The question 
therefore was whether what was set forth in the two 
charges constituted the taking or using of a name, title, 
addition, or description implying that he was a person 
specially qualified to practise dentistry. What he did 
was to place “ American Dentistry” on his own 
in juxtaposition to his own name, and further, the 
premises had on them the words “ Dental Office.” His 
Lordship could not find in these words anything imply- 
ing special qualification. If he could, without a breach 
of the criminal law, extract teeth—-and his Lordship 
could see nothing forbidding that—this was just an 
announcement that he practised dentistry. 
Their Lordships accordingly set aside the conviction, 
and found the appellant entitled to ten guineas of costs. 
Counsel for the appellant, Mr. T. B. Morison ; agents, 
Douglas & Miller, W.S. Counsel for the respondent, 
Mr. Jameson; agents, Stuart & Stuart, W.S.— Zhe 
Chemist & Druggist. 


Royal Commission on Tuberculosis. 


Further sittings of this Commission were held at Ne. 
7, Whitehall Place, on July 8th, 9th, and 12th, Sir 
Herbert Maxwell in the chair. The witnesses examined 
represented various Butchers’ Associations, and gave 
evidence as to direct personal loss from the condemna- 
tion for tuberculosis of the carcases of animals which 
had been bought as apparently quite healthy. Other 
witnesses called were Mr. Davies, M.O. H. of Swansea, 
Dr. Harvey Littlejohn, Mr. Hedley, Chief Inspector of 
the Irish Veterinary Department, and Mr. Sinclair, 
Superintendent of Remate for the Victorian Govern- 
ment. This concludes the evidence which the Chairman 
roposes to call, but before considering the report he 
intends, with other members of the Commission, to visit 
a few towns in the United Kingdom to see the method 
of meat inspection, &e., adopted in them. To-morrow 


tists Act, which Act did not prohibit the practice of 


he will visit the Foreign Cattle Market at Deptford. 
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‘*Regulation ” Muzzles. 


At the City Summons Court, Thomas Bryer, of 53 
and 54 Barbican, E.C., appeared to answer a summons 
for not obeying the muzzling order. 

The evidence was that Joseph Kay, a tutor at the 
Westminster ‘Training College, was riding a bicycle in 
Aldersgate Street, when a dog ran after him. He did 
not fear the animal, as it had a wire muzzle on, but he 
was surprised to suddenly find it gripping his leg. He 
dismounted, seized the collie, and, leaving his machine 
against a lampost, conveyed it to a policeman, who found 
defendant’s name and address on the collar. Mr. Kay’s 
leg was attended to at the hospital, and Mr. Bryer com- 
pensated him for his torn trousers. | ; 

Defendant said the dog was wearing the “ regulation ” 
muzzle, produced. 

In answer to the Bench Mr. Monckton (the clerk) 
said there was no such thing as a “regulation” muzzle. 
The Board of Agriculture merely suggested a pattern 
wire muzzle, but did not enforce the use of that par- 
ticular make. ; 

Fined 5s. and costs. 


The Overdraw Check Rein. 


John Splan has discarded the overdraw check rein and 
maintains that an animal can go faster rigged with a 
side check, as it leaves his head perfectly free. As 
stated by a turf writer, horsemen have been too apt to 
accept every new-fangled idea which was announced 
until they have got their horses covered with boots, toe 
weights, hopples, check reins, bits and every other con- 
ceivable device for preventing or curing everthing which 
a changeable driver may get it into his head is bothering 
his horse. At last, however, we are beginning to realize 
that some of the good old-fashioned theories are just as 
good to-day as they were years ago. If a horse is not 
primarily bad or has had his disposition spoiled, it seems 
reasonable that the harness and outtit with which he can 
go with the greatest ease is the best, both for the develop- 
ment and maiatenance of speed. 


Farmers and the Warble Pest. 


At the annual meeting of the Newcastle Hide Inspec- 
tion Society at Messrs. James Wilson and Sons’ sale- 
rooms, Gallowgate, Mr. Robert Harrison (of Messrs. R. 
and IF. Harrison, tanners), who presided, said it might 
interest the meeting to know that last year the Society 
had paid premiums for flaying on no less than 13,650 
warbled hides, and that was an increase of 2,950 com- 
pared with the previous year. They had spent a good 
deal of time and money in trying to mitigate that fearful 
pest, but he was afraid the farmers as a class were very 
slow to move in the matter. They seemed to be doing 
nothing to help themselves to stamp it out. ‘Ihe loss 
was so enormous that really one would think farmers 
would take some little trouble, but they appeared tc let 
the matter slide, and the past year had been one of the 
worst they had ever experienced. 


Searcity of Calf-Lymph. 


The medical men in Cape Colony are said to be much 
annoyed because, although strict vaccination laws are in 
force all through the colony, there is hardly any lymph 
to had at present. The lymph used in Cape Colony is 
supposed to be produced at the Government Bacterio- 
logical Institute at Graham’s Town, but it is alleged 
that for the oe eighteeen months that Institute has 
not produced any effective lymph whatever. All the 
medical men in the colony seem agreed that the Graham’s 
Town lymph does not “take,” and that therefore they 
cannot comply with the Vaccination Acts. Many of 
them have for months past given up all attempts to 
vaccinate their patients. This report, which we take 


| 


from the 7'ransvaal Critic, may probably be somewhat 
exaggerated, because, so far as we know, there is nothing 
to prevent the importation of European calf-lymph into 
Sonth Africa, and several manufacturers of vaccine- 
lymph in this country will no doubt be glad to supply 
all possible requirements of the or eee at 
the Cape. The Critic also says that Dr. Edington, who, 
as chief of the Bacteriological Institute, is responsible 
for the supply of calf-lymph, is at present so busy in 
conducting rinderpest researches that the Agricultural 
Secretary of the colony, who has been approached on the 
subject of the ineffective supply of lymph, replied that he 
would uot like te disturb Dr. Edington about anything 
at present.-- Chemist & Druggist. 


Claim by a Veterinary Surgeon. 


On July 7th at the Warwick County Court—before 
Judge Ingham— William Josephs, groom, of Leamington, 
sued Mr. E. G. Crowhurst, the well-known veterinary 
surgeon, for £6 4s, damages for dismissal from the de- 
fendant’s service without notice and for fees alleged to 
be due. Defendant counter-claimed for £50, for loss 
sustained by the death of his entire horse, Seamore, 
valued at £500 guineas, which he said was caused by the 
nlaintiff. This was denied by Josephs, and, after hear- 
ing the evidence, the Judge said he was not satisfied the 
charge made by the defendant had been made out con- 
cerning Seamore. He gave judgment for £3 9s. in favour 
of plaintiff, and dismissed the counter-claim.— Birming- 
ham Post. 


Personal. 


PRESENTATION. 


On Saturday evening, July 10th, the committee of the 
Carlisle May Day Horse Procession Society presented 
Mr. J. J. Bell, V.S., their chairman, with a cruciform 
gold Jubilee medal in recognition of his services to the 
Society since it was formed in 1883, and especially of the 
efforts he had made in zegard to the procession on 
Jubilee day. Upon the obverse side of the medal there 
is Mr. Bell’s monogram with the name of the Horse 
Procession around it surmounted by a crown, and on the 
reverse side there is an appropriate inscription. Mr. 
Bell suitably returned thanks for the handsome gift.— 
North British Agriculturist. 


APPOINTMENT. 


Ata recent meeting of the committee under the Con- 
tagious Diseases Te nage Act, Mr. J. E. Wallis, 
M.R.C.V.S., of Hailsham, was appointed veterinary sur- 
_ in the place of Mr. Golden who has resigned.—The 

rgus. 


ARMY VETERINARY DEPARTMENT. 


Vet.-Col. J. Drummond Lambert, C.B., was in Tues- 
day’s Gazette placed on the Retired List, and Vet.-Lieut.- 
Col. F. Duck, C.B., appointed Director-General in his 
stead. Not only the officers of the Army Veterina 
Department, but the whole of the mounted service wil 
part with Veterinary-Colonel Lambert with regret. His 
seven years as Director-General have been marked with 
great administrative ability, and it is no ex geration to 
say that he hands over the department in a higher state 
of efficiency than ever it was before, he has earned the 
confidence and respect of all associated with him, and 
there could be no stronger proof of his fitness for the 
position he has just vacated than the fact that from one 
end of the Service to the other it is recognised that there 
is no better-ordered department than the Veterinary, its 
officers doing their work at all times quietly, efficiently, 
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and without friction. The late Director-General was 
trained in a good school, the 17th Lancers, and it has 
been his aim to raise the whole tone of his staff. He has 
done it effectually, and he well deserves the high eulogi- 
ums passed upon him by all in official quarters in Pall- 
mall.—A. & NV. Gazette. 


Vet.-Liew®? F.S. H. Bom- 
bay Veterinary College, has been deputed to attend the 
demonstration of Dr. Koch at the [mperial Bacterio- 
logical Laboratory, Muktasar, Naini Tal District, in re- 
gard to the immunisation of cattle against rinderpest 


HOW THE ARMY VETERINARY DEPARTMENT 
MIGHT BE FURTHER UTILISED. 


In these days when plague, famine, and a depreciated 
currency are depleting the Government coffers, it behoves 
the Financial authorities, to set their house in order, and 
where it is found possible to retrench, either by judicious 
pruning or bya change in system. As long as inefficiency 
is not produced, the retrenchment or change should be 
carried out without regard to considerations of mere 
sentiment, or precedent. There are two departments in 
the army where a change in system would result in a 
considerable saving without loss of efficiency. These are 
the Transport Branch of the Commissariat and the De- 
partment of Army Remount Operations. In the former 


ventible nature is extremely heavy, while the money 
often wasted in the purchase of unsound and unsuita’le 
animals would be found, if summed up annually, a very 
startling amount. 

To increase the strength of the Army V ow De- 
partment, or to establish an Indian one, to enable the 
transport at all times to have professional assistance 
would be a costly undertaking which it is not to be ex- 

cted that Government would contemplate for a moment. 

ut there is no reason, because a man is a veterinary 
surgeon, that he should be unable to perform other work 
particularly when it is of a nature not requiring a special 
nilitary training. If the Commissariat Transport were 
thrown open to veterinary officers it would be an enorm- 
ous step towards efficiency, combined with economy. _ It 
would, of course, be injudicious to officer the whole De- 
vartment in this way, but twenty-five per cent. of pro- 
oe men would prove a valuable addition. Those 
wishing to join-would have to pass the vernacular and 
the necessary examinations ; for the first five years they 
would be seconded as holding staff appointments, after 
which they would have to elect for continuous Indian 
service, as the Royal Engineers do. A little considera- 
tion demonstrates how useful they would prove. Their 
chief duties would be the charge of the ‘Transport Lines, 
purchase and hire of animals, the treatment of the sick 
and injured, the instruction of transport classes, the 
supervision cf dairies, the charge of Government cattle- 
bieeding establishments and grass farms, and the in- 
spection of slaughter animals, before and after death. 
hese matters are now left to officers, who, though un- 
doubtedly doing their best, have not the necessary know- 
ledge to guide them. | 
uring now to the Department of Army Remount 
Operations, we find they have recently obtained the ser- 
vices of two veterinary officers, in addition to those they 
had previously. No doubt they were required, as no 
matter how experienced superintendents of depots may 
diseases and injuries, which not being experts, theyare 
unable to cope with, must occur. But although theyare not 
able to perform the work of a veterinary surgeon, there is 
ho reason why the latter could not perfectly well per- 
form the duties of the superintendents, and thus in most, 
if hot in all, the depéts, the one man would suftice where 
two are now employed, thus decreasing outlay by half 


would be raised, goes without saying ; the appointment 
of medical officers to the charge of jails, for instance, 
met with a storm of opposition, but it is an accomplished 
fact and is found toanswer remarkably well. One valid 
drawback can be shown to the foregoing proposal. That 
1s, that those who have to use the horses, ¢.e., British 
mounted troops, should have something to say to their 
selection. This sentiment is only natural, but at present, 
with the exception of the Remount Agent at Caleutta, 
the whole Department is ofticered from the Staff Corps 
by men, few of whom have ever served in British cavalry 
orartillery,and whose knowledge of the stamp of horses re- 
quired, must be at the best purely theoretical. By all 
means allow remounts to be purchased by combatant 
officers, but they should be selected men from the 
branches of the service for which they buy, and might 
be appointed specially during the purchasing season, 
returning to their regiments and batteries for the remain- 
der of the year. If these changes were carried out, a 
considerable saving, without loss of efficiency, would 
accrue. The Army Veterinary Department would ob- 
tain more scope for its ambitious spirits, who would see 
before them some tangible reward for professional skill 
and zeal, and a considerable number of Staff Corps 
officers would be released from employments for which 
their training does not suit them.-- The Cinil and 
Miliary Gazette. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE QUALIFICATIONS OF A VICE- 
PRESIDENT. 
Sir, 

It is with reluctance that I enter upon a controversy 
at the present time, but the representation of my views 
by Mr. Trigger at the Council meeting on the 2nd inst. 
are so inaccurate that I am perforce drawn from my re- 
tirement. In his opening remarks I notice the ex-presi- 
dent regrets my absence ; in that we are at one, for possi- 
bly had I been present a closer adherence to facts 
might have been 
That I argned last year the position of vice-president 
should be chucked about to every young man who 
comes on the Council and handed round in turn is, to 
say the least, a creative fancy of Mr. Trigger’s. What 
took place at the July, 1896, meeting was this, I asked 
the President if all members of Council were eligible for 
election as vice-president—and this because I had 
noticed that five of the gentlemen elected in 1895 had 
collectively held the position 18 years, amongst them be- 
ing Mr. Trigger who, elected to Council in 1890, had in 
1895 been a vice-president three times, commencing first 
in 1893, after only three years service, which could 
hardly be the aldermanic stage. In 1895 I nominated 
Mr. Mason for the position—and he was elected I am 
happy to say—some two years before Mr. Trigger had 
discovered his worthiness—although he is only one year 
his junior on the Council. Seeing this monopoly | 
pleaded with the Council tor a more equitable distribu- 
tion of the honour to those junior members of merit and 
ability who had been on the Council some years, in order 
that they might on occasion gain such further experience 
as would better qualify them for the efficient discharge 
of higher duties. 

This conduct of mine appeared to Mr. Trigger extra- 


ordinary, and necessitated his at once becoming leader of 


the House and nominating tive candidates—in order that 
none of those gentlemen elected last year whose ex- 
perience of Council work ranged from seven to two 


years—should be elected, although in previous years no 


objection was made when suitable gentlemen were 
elected after being members of Council from one to 


without at all impairing efficiency. That objections 


three years. 


— 
| 
is, 
ar- 
he 
es- 
t.- 
his 
ary 
ill 
His 
ith 
to 
ate 
the 
he 
pne 
ere 
|_| 
ly, 


44 


THE VETERINARY RECORD 


July 17, 1897 


In conclusion I have always been of opinion that an 
equitable arrangement calculated to yield the best 
results to the Council and the Profession should be 
adopted and a monopoly avoided, which could be obtained 
by alternately selecting in equa] number of those who 
have passed the Chair and those who have not—all 
being possessed of the necessary qualifications for the 
position.—Faithfully yours, 

E. FAULKNER. 


Knott Mill, Manchester. 


PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT. 
Sir 
We do not think the “truth” can, or at least ought to 
be insulting to anyone. 

If what The Birmingham Gazette and The Field says 
ve shoeing forges is correct why grumble about its publi- 
cation? No doubt it is painful to think about, but who 
can truthfully deny the correctness of the assertions 
there made ! and Jet him who requires convincing go to 
London, or even in a country town now, and start a 
forge or even a veterinary practice, and test it for 
himself. 

On the other hand we cannot agree with “ Anti- 
Humbug” in severing our connection from the forge on 
that account, rather let us carry them on if we can— 
and few know the difficulties better than the writer— 
without “tipping” or allowing our men to buy the 
grooms, and permitting grooms to use us to rob their 
employers, and then divide the plunder. 

No sir ! it is not the forge that lowers us in the social 
scale, but it is the low unprincipled way of carrying on 
the business. 

Your correspondent last week says the old saying 
“Tis a dirty bird that fouls his own nest” applies to 
those who try to put an end to and expose these prac- 
tices-—-we would rather say it is more app)opriately ap- 
plied to those who stoop to these practices, for these are 
the men who “foul the nest ” 

No man need be ashamed of work, and nothing 
honourably conducted is degrading to any profession, 
much less the veterinary. 

We have always contended that the art of horse shoe- 

ing should be better known than it is even now, by the 

majority of our members. : 

also differ from your correspondent with regard to 
the fee affecting our social status ; personally I prefer 
high fees, but am afraid [ have not a client liberal enough 
to pay 10s. 6d. for “docking” a horse and never shall 


a gentleman should, is far more likely to “ fail to meet 
the demands of his creditors” than ae who bows and 
stoops to all kinds of contemptible practices to suit the 
grooms’ and horsedealers’ ideas. 

Why is it done? Because those who practice them like 
it? Nosir, but because it pays. 

As the above remarks only refer to the broad question 
we shall be obliged if you will omit our name, not as 
your correspondent suggests, because we are afraid to 
declare it, but rather because it would carry very little, if 


any, weight to the subject. 
NEMo. 


Sir, 
I must take exception to some of Mr. Hoare’s remarks 
on the above subject. From the tone of his letter one 
would think “ Anti- Humbug” has been treading on his 
corns a bit. I don’t like anonymous correspondents, and 
I have not the least idea who wrote the letter to The 
Field, at the same time I fear there is a lot of truth in 
it. Last Monday I was at Tattersall’s, and two well- 
known London vets. were talking to me about business 
in town, and they remarked that the letter was true, the 
one said every word of it. More than that one of them 
pointed out to me a vet. (I know well by name, as doing 
a large examining practice) and said that he employed a 
man to do nothing but go round and tout for Saibiees, 
and when a gentleman came up to town for the season 
this man goes to the coachman and says “ you bring 
— work to our place, we will give you 10 per cent., 
ere is a pound, and if that is not enough, see 
governor.” 

Our Council seem to wink at this kind of thing, but 
they were on me sharp for advertising as a specialist in 
rig castration. 

In conclusion, I charge 5s. for docking (most vets. 
about here charge 2s. 6d.) I should like to know if Mr. 
Hoare charges 10s. 6d. as he advises, and if so how many 
he docks.-—I am, sir, yours truly, 
JAMES BLAKEWAY. 


Stourbridge. 


Sir, 
“ Anti-humbug’s” remark in your issue of the 3rd inst. 
that “One can’t help being struck by the sorry lot of 
Vets. the R.S.P.C.A. have to give evidence for them,” 
neat strikes a sympathetic chord in my professional 

reast. 

That “ Doctors differ” will be evident from the en- 
closed cutting ; one Veterinary Surgeon therein men- 


have so long as competition is so keen. It would be an 
excellent thing for us if our Council would fix a minimum 
_fee for all operations as well as for medicines, but even 
this would be in the quack’s favour. 

Your correspondent is evidently the “ Pessimist ” him- 
self, for he certainly looks at the worst side of the pro- 
fession. Some of us would like to see it only in its best, 
truest, and most honourable aspect, and boas always 


tried to uphold that standard, but it is hard work, and it | 


must necessarily be so unless more of us put our shoulder 
to the wheel to break down the drawbacks that beset us 


every day. It is not necessary to write a list of them 


because most of us know them too well, but the one our 
Council has put its face against, viz. “ advertising ” is the 
hest of them all, because it is “above board,” open, and 


an honourable way of bringing oneself before the public, | 


in fact we all do it, and if the advertisement is a true 


one, neither the advertiser nor the profession need 
ashamed of it any more than they need be of any of = | 
carrying on a shoeing forge in an honest, business-like | 


Eh 

he last paragraph of your correspondent’s letter i 
quite beside the question. Our experience is that a eo 
who conducts his business on strictly honourable lines as 


tioned being almost exclusively employed by the Society 

when navicular disease (in a heavy cart horse in this in- 

stance !) sidebone, sprained tendon, cruelty, pain etc., 

_are required to obtain a conviction (and fee.) Said V.5. 

boasts that he never reads a professional Journal. 

| = — stiffness ” comes in here all right, and comes 
out ditto. 


| Tenclose my card and subscribe myself 
“ SUBSCRIBER.” 


[There is such a thing as libel.—Ep. } 


Communications, Books, anD Papers RECEIVED :—Prof. 
Hobday, Messrs. J. Blakeway. G. Thatcher, G. A. Banham, 
C. Sutton, A. Lawson, J... Wallis, H. Walpole, G. Mayall, 
Arnold & Sons, W. R. Clarke. 

American Vety. Review, Civil and Military Gazette (Lahore), 
Bulletins Nos. 37,38 Pennsylvania State College, The Western 
Morning News, The Scotsman. 

Original articles and reports should be written on one 
_ side only of the paper, and authenticated by the names and 
addresses of the writers, not necessarily for publication. 

, , Communications for the Editor to be addressed 20 F ulham 

Road, 5.W. 
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